Table2. Summary of Quality of Life Pilot Statistics

DRAFT

Subscales California Quality of Life L ehman’s Quality of Life-Short
Subscale Subscale Subscale

Reliability REIEWIVA Correlations
Subjective
General Life
Satisfaction 2 3.88 .89 2 3.97 .86 .85
Satisfaction with
Living Situation 3 4.32 .89 1 4.36 * 71
Satisfaction with
Leisure Activities 3 4.16 .87 1 3.89 * .68
Satisfaction with
Daily Activities 1 4.14 * 1 3.94 * .73
Satisfaction with
Family Relations 2 4.27 .93 1 4.27 * .82
Satisfaction with
Socia Relations 4 4.23 .89 1 4.04 * .66
Satisfaction with
Finances 3 317 92 1 324 * .81
Satisfaction with
Safety 3 4.50 84 1 4.43 * .69
Satisfaction with
Health 3 3.89 87 1 4.09 * .75
Objective
Frequency of
Family Contacts 2 3.37 .67 2 264 .76 -84
Frequency of
Saocia Contacts 4 291 75 4 331 .73 -.82
Amount of
Spending Money 1 223 * 1 222 * .76
Adequacy of
Finances 5 0.68 75 5 0.69 .73 .82
Victim of Violent
crime 1 0.06 * 1 0.04 * 45
Victim of non-
violent crime 1 0.12 * 1 0.09 * .66
Arrested 1 0.02 * 1 0.01 * 40
Genera Health
Status 1 3.24 * 1 3.28 * .82
Overal .93 70%*
* 1itemonly
*x .71 if remove items 2 through 5 in order to compare the same subscales as with CA-QOL

Reliability is lower for the QL-SF due to the fact that it is composed mostly of objective items and
ususually only one item per subjective subscale. The appropriate reliability strategy would be test-retest
which was not available.
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